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Memorandum to Mr., C. D. Deloach
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA

ALLEGED PENETRATIONS OF CIA
62-807350 :

which supported Golltzynsg speculatlon that(prloi]w
nstrumental in the recruitment by the Soviets of e

two suspects, T Fur
CIA had furnished no documentary material regarding

lwhich would in any way support Golitzyn.
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Bureau added '"Accordingly, this Bureau is conductin
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as
ither

| and nothing was developed
which would support Golitzyn's allegations against the other

investigation of r

will interpose no objection, since they are all emp
of your agency, if you wish to pursue Anatoliy Goli

allegations concerning them, including 1nterv1ews o)
individuals concerned,

"This Bureau would, of course, be interes
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receiving the results of any investigation which would tend
to confirm Golitzyn's conclusions that one or more of these

employees of your agency had thually been recruited by the -

Soviets."

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set

forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter.
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SOUTH AMERICA - 1958

Results of Review of Bureau Files

RELATIONSHIPS WITH :
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)

VICE PRESIDENT NIXON'S TRIP TO

Item number 32 in material submitted to the
Director by SA Sam J. Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70
mentions Bureau letter 5/16/58 sent to the then Vice
President Nixon and containing a summary of CIA informa=-
tion concerning events in Latin America relating to
Mr. Nixon's trip there during 5/58.

According to SA Papich, most of the information
in above letter came from CIA. He commented that this
letter could be interpreted as raising question concerning
quality of CIA's coverage in Latin America, Papich noted
it is not known if CIA ever became aware of the letter.
Papich stated that General Robett Cushman, currently Deputy
Director of CIA, was attached to the then Vice President
Nixon's staff, SA Papich pointed out that CIA, if aware of
above letter, could raise question as to violation of Third
Agency Rule, . '

!

- The letter to the then Vice President Nixon
is located in Bureaw file 62-88461=117, It contains”
summary of information relating to riots and attacks
against Mr, Nixon and his party during their 5/58
Latin American trip. Letter identifies CIA as the

62-80750
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Memorandum W.C. Sullivan to {SE%RN
Mr. C. D. DelLoach , ‘

\b
Re: RELATIONSHIPS WITH oR O popioppl I T
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) DECLAGSIFIED BY 2l g i stite=s

62~80750 _ Qg_A:__!_L:_o.,«-—’*—

source of the information set forth in our letter. The last
paragraph of this letter includes a statement that the
impression gained from a review of CIA reports indicates that
CIA had some coverage reflecting there were to be troubles
concerning Mr, Nixon's Latin American travels., This letter
also stated as follows:

"It is significant that information in the indi~
vidual countries came to CIA's attention shortly before your
arrival in a particular country. Therefore, there is a
question as to whether or not CIA had coverage in communist
organizations which would -have led to the development of
information concerning communist plans days or weeks ahead of
your visit."

There is no indication in this file regarding

instructions given to prepare our letter of May 16, 1958.

The first paragraph of this letter indicates that the Director
had a discussion with Mr, Nixon on May 16, 1958, inasmuch as
the first sentence of the above letter reads as follows:

t"Apropos of our discussion today, there is set
forth information contained in Central Intelligence Agency
reports received frog them on May 14, 1958.,".

The data set forth in our May 16, 1958, letter to
Mr. Nixon is contained in a memorandum Mr., R. R. Roach.to
Mr. A, H., Belmont dated May 15, 1958, which was prepared for
the Director's information, Phe Director noted on this memo-
randum, "Send summary to A, G. H." In accordance with
instructions, a letter was sent to the then Attprney General
under date of May 16, 1958, and this letter contained a summary
of CIA information in the same manner.as had been sent to
Mr. Nixon on May 16, 1958, Our letter to the Attorney General,
however, did not copntain any observations regarding.CIA ‘
coverage in Latin American countries visited by Mr. Nixon and
his party..

Our file in this matter (62-88461-150) indicates that
on June 9, 1958, Colonel Robert Cushman in the office of the
then Vice President Nixon contacted the Bureau at the request

;
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Memorandum W, C, Sullivan to o~ |
" Mr. C. D. Deloach ‘ &3 1B
Re: RELATIONSHIPS WITH o

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)
62-80750 : i

of Mr. Nixon to determine if the contents of a letter from
the Director to Mr. Nixon dated May 16, 1958, regarding

Mr. Nixon's trip to South America could be leaked to the
press. Colonel Cushman's request was set forth in memorandum
G. A, Nease to Mr. Tolson June 9, 1958, with the recommenda-
tion that Colonel Cushman be advised that if the information
were to be given to the press, it would undoubtedly create a
serious problem as the FBI would then have violated CIA's
confidence since CIA was aware that SA Papich had reviewed
CIA's classified reports and, therefore, this information
should not be given to the press. Both Mr. Tolson and the
birector agreed with the recommendation, and Colonel Cushman
was advised of our decision. It is noted that Colonel Cushman
is identical with the individual who is now Deputy Director
of CIA. :

Comments on Remarks in SA Papich Memo 3/5/70

1. That most of the information in our letter to
Mr. Nixon dated May 16, 1958, came from CIA and that this
letter could be interpreted as raising the question concerning
the quality of CIA's coverage in Latin America. :

There is no dispute as to the source of the informa-
tion which was summarized in our letter to Mr. Nixon, and we
clearly indicated in our letter that the source was CIA. With
regard to any question being raised as to the quality of
CIA's coverage in Latin America, we merely pointed out to .
Mr, Nixon something that was readily discernible to any reader
of the CIA reports - - that is, that the information from CIA
popped up rather suddenly as related to the country and
Mr, Nixon's arrival. Certainly Mr. Nixon himself, since he
was personally involved in demonstrations directed against
him during his Latin American trip, must have been aware that
advance information from our responsible intelligence agency
(CIA) may have been lacking. :
' 2., VWe are not aware if CIA became knowledgeable of
our letter to Mr. Nixon dated May 16, 1958, Under ordinary
conditions, we are not aware nor do we seek to identify any CIA
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Memorandum W. C. SulliVan to
Mr. C. D. DeLoach \ S£ E
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH \

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)
62=80750

personnel who might be a351gned to the White House staff

As indicated above, Colonel Cushman, who was a member of
Mr. Nixon's staff in 1958 and who is now a Deputy Director
of CIA, was aware of our 5/16/58 letter and its contents.
We have no information that CIA ever registered any type of
protest in this matter.

3. That CIA technically could raise a question
as to violation of the Third Agency Rule as regards our
5/16/58 letter to Mr. Nixon.

The Third Agency Rule is intended to prohibit a
Government agency from disseminating information originating
with another. Government agency in the absence of specific
authority to do so, and we follow this rule unless there
are overriding reasons. With regard to our letter to
Mr. Nixon dated 5/16/58, we set forth information clearly
identified as having originated with CIA, This letter
was apparently prepared at the specific request of then
Vice President Nixon after conferring with the Director.

&

RECOMMENDED ACTION:.

None., We do not believe, in light of the facts
set forth, that CIA will make-an issue,of this matter. s
4 b

h]

k-




&

TO
FROM

SUBJECT:

7 . ‘
OPTIC AL FORM NO, 10 5010-106 ’

iy MY 1962 ED.TION $
G54 GEN. REG. NO. 27

¢

LEL T p—

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT . S —
' 1 - Mr. C. D. Deloach o —
M emomndum T - Mr. W. C. Sullivan Cattomon
. ' Conead e
. ‘ ' | 3 [
Mr. C. D. Deloach  SEQRE] = osme 3/6/70 o —
. . Sutliven meeee
' Tavel

W. C. Sullivan e A e e
1 - Mr. D. J. Brennan gendy
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HERBERT ITKIN

Item number 33 in the material submitted to the
Director by Special Agent (SA) Sam J. Papich in his memorandum
3/5/70 discusses Herbert Itkin as an individual who was operated
as a criminal informant by the Bureau who furnished valuable
information and who has been a key witness.in the prosecution
of cases being handled by the Bureau. Mr. Papich states that
the Bureau acquired access to Itkin through the CIA and that
although the CIA has never officially made any statements to the
Bureau, it has been bitterly disappointed that the Bureau never
acknowledged CIA's assistance which the agency considered

“extremely valuable.

Memorandum dated 2/20/63 from W. C. Sullivan to
Mr. Belmont captioned '"James Hoffa' set out that James Angleton
of CIA advised SA Papich that CIA had briefed the Attorney General
concerning a source whom Mr. Angleton had used since World War II
and who subsequently has developed a close association with a
lawyer who does considerable work for the Teamsters Unions.
Angleton's source was confident that the lawyer could be developed
as a penetration which could "sink' Hoffa and all of his cohorts.
The Attorney General agreed with the CIA representatives that the
matter should be referred to the Bureau for handling.

Mr. Angleton set up the first contact! with the individual
who had the contact with the attorney and at that time Angleton
stated that he did not want to get involved in any- investigative
aspects and wanted to step out of the matter as soon as possible.
As a result, eventual contact was made with Herbert Itkin who
developed into a very productive source. Itkin has been publicly
identified as both a source of the FBI and CIA as a result of his
testimony.

JGD:rmm (7)  CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA

| SteRer -

The Bureau's success in handling Itkin can be
attributed to the know-how of the SAs of the New York
Office because Itkin is a highly emotional individual
and he had aggravated marital problems, severe pressures
from his many business associates; therefore, it took
a high degree of skill in dealing with this source 1in
order to achieve the success that we did.

While it is acknowledged that CIA put us
originally in touch with this source, it was not
believed that it is essential that we go back to' CIA
and explain to them our success or to thank them for
giving us this original leéad. It is also noted that
there is an obligation upon Government agencies to
cooperate in the fullest and CIA's cooperation in this
matter was in accordance with. the long standing policy
among all Government agencies.

Review of Itkin's file does not reflect any
instance where CIA indicated a displeasure in the Bureau
gnot acknowledging CIA's assistance in placing us in touch
with Itkin. This is in line with Mr, Angleton's statement
in 1963 that he did not want te get involved in any
investigative aspects of this matter and wanted to step.
out as soon as possible. In view of the above, it is not
believed that CIA would have any basis to complain that the
Bureau never acknowledged CIA's assistance. '

RECOMMENDED ACTION: f
None. We do not believe, in light of the faets set
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, jj?iif‘“
/( \/ >t /
| . { &
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RELATIONSHIPSWITH CIA
EXCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATION

Item number 34 in the material submitted to the

Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 concerns
exchange of technical information with CIA, particularly as

it related to the technical surveillance field. Papich states
CIA exhibited its equipment to us, but for many years we declined
to show any of our devices, with some exceptions. -He states

that CIA never made an official protest but informally indicated -
from time to time that the Jlack of exchange was prejudicial to

overall intelligence and internal security interests and implied

~we were more open with the British in this area than with CIA,

Papich states this situation does not exist today as there is
a good exchange by the Bureau and CIA,

Our files reveal that through the years CIA has
furnished the Bureau a number of technical devices for our use
or inspection., They have also furnished technical manuals obtained
abroad and briefed us on operational and technical aspects of
some ‘of their operations abroad. Laboratory personnel have been
afforded tours and briefings concerning CIA facilities and
equipment and in two instances Bureau personnel have been afforded
training at CIA schools. As recently as October, 1969] CIA
afforded a briefing to Bureau personnel concerning aClandestine
Transmitter Activator, developed by their technical people and
offered to loan us one of these units as well as afford our
personnel training in the operation of the equipment,

COMMENTS OF THE LABORATORY

!

Similarly, Bureau records show substantial reciprocity
on the part of the FBI in developing and furnishing important
technical information to CIA over a period of many years.,
Representative examples are cited below: :

Prior to 1955 an important unsolved technical

intelligence problem involved desired access to
enemy intelligence and other security information

FJ%;?ef | SERRET CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum for Mr. Deloach -

RE:

RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 3 Rxﬂ;r
EXCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATIO

B

protected by combination-type locks (safe doors, and
the 1like). Scientists in the FBI Laboratory were
able to solve this problem by using X-rays from
radioactive materials to "see" into the interior of

a combination lock and thus recover the combination,
without trace of tampering or other indication that
the lock had been compromised, This was a scientific
breakthrough of tremendous intelligence potential and,
with Bureau approval, our results and techniques were
made known to the appropriate CIA representatives,

* CIA advised that they had theretofore spent thousands

of dollars in an intensive, but unsuccessful effort to
solve the same problem., The impact of this scientific
discovery in permitting access to previously unavailable
intelligence had tremendous value for both the FBI and
CIA. .

" In approximately the late 50's and early 60's, both CiA

and FBI encountered a new, highly sophisticated type

of secret writing placed into use by the Russians for
communicating with espionage agents. In spite of a
massive teéchnical effort mounted by CIA, scientists

of the FBI Laboratory were successful in first unraveling
the basic principles and techniques underlying this new
Russian system., This important breakthrough thus permitted
for the first time a successful attack against the new
Russian secret ink communication system. Because of its
extreme intelligence potential, with prior Bureau approval,
this development was made known to CIA, and its importance
to CIA is reflected in part by a letter addressed to the
Director of FBI by Allen W, Dulles, then Director of CIA,
under date of August 19, 1961, in which Dulles said, in
part, "For the past several years there has been
inereasingly effective technical liaison between the
Technical Services Division of this Agency and correspond-
ing components of your Bureau. . .' Dulles further
commented that Bureau technical personnel had " . . . made
an outstanding technical contribution for which they are to
be highly .commended. Their work not only has an important
impact in one sensitive area, but also has revealed a
chemical mechanism from which may well stem new high-level
secret writing systems., - The discovery will have an

“ : CONTINUED - OVER
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Memorandum for Mr, Deloach
RE: RELATIONSHIPSWITH CIA
EXCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATION

| SEGREY ~ \

important influence on the discharge of responsibilities
assigned both to this Agency and the FBI. I consider
access to these findingsto be further evidence of the
value of close technical liaison between our two
organizations, . ."

Subsequently, again with prior Bureau approval, whenever
it could be done without jeopardizing FBI operational
interests, the FBI on a continuing basis made available
to CIA actual Soviet secret writing chemicals and methods
of development which had come into the possession of the
Bureau through investigative activity and through high-
level informants., A recent example involved the Russian .
espionage case of Herbert William Boeckenhaupt wherein

on 2/12/69 a sample of secret writing material used by
Boeckenhaupt to communicate with the Russians was
furnished to CIA by a representative of the FBI Laboratory.

~ The above -items are representative outstanding examples
of FBI cooperation in developing and sharing highly important
{technical information, and certainly the letter from CIA reflects
the satisfaction and importance which CIA attached to such
information received from the Bureau. Within general Bureau
policy guidelines, there were, of course, on a continuing basis
numerous other items of technical information shared with CIA
over the years, including briefings and exchange of visits.

£

RECOMMENDED ACTION: °

None., We do not believe, in light of the facts set’
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this miz;er.
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA)

CIA LECTURERS AT BUREAU TRAINING SCHOOLS SI?I‘?I\I?}%%E—Q NG
EXCHANGE IN THE TRAINING FIELD VY Baee =

Items number 35 and 36 in the material submitted to the
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum March 5, 1970, indicated
CIA has never understood why Bureau will not permit CIA personnel to
lecture at our schools and CIA was unhappy regarding our attitude
concerning exchange of information in the training field.

CIA by letter May 19, 1950, requested it be permitted to
discuss training problems with FBI training staff in view of
necessity of its maintaining relations with foreign police and
security agencies, Following recommendations by the Executives
Conference, Bureau advised CIA by letter May 25, 1950, that we did
not believe FBI training staff could intelligently discuss training
methods with CIA since our staff was not knowledgeable concerning
conditions encountered by CIA in various foreign countries,

Since 1962, we have taken foreign police officers into the
National Academy through the Agency for International Development
(AID). These officers spent two weeks of orientation with AID and
after graduation certain selective officers have been in touch with
CIA through AID. We 4re aware that CIA has used many of these
graduates as sources of information.

“In 1966, the Director approved a request of CiA to have one

" of its men attend the National -Academy for purpose "to improve

capabilities of CIA personnel engaged in overseas police training
programs." As a result, a CIA Security Officer graduated from the
77th Session of the FBI National Academy (March 7 - May 25, 1966).

At the specific request of CiA, Bureau representatives have
addressed CIA intelligence personnel attending refresher-type
training courses on 31 occasions between June, 1962, and December,
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~We loaned CIA four Bureau training films in
February, 1966, one was eventually returned, but CIA
continues to utilize the other three films entitled '"On
The Record,* "Interviews," and "Burglary Investigations."
" We continue to use foreign language films from CIA which.
were loaned to us as a supplement to the Bureau's Language
Training Progran. , . '

| Representatives of CIA have not lectured at
g Bureau training schools and there is no indication in
. Bureau files that this has been advocated by CIA.

This memorandum has been coordinated with the
Training Division, ' , :

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

None. Ve do not.believe, in light of the facts
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. s
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(POSITIVE INTELLIGENCE) DECL/\SSWY ON: 25X ! 2 A \Qﬁ

Item Number 37 in the materidl submitted to the
Director by Special Agent Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70
discusses CIA criticism which could generate from Agency belief ,
that Bureau has failed to cooperate and offer necessary assistance
in collection of positive intelligence in the United States.
Memorandum is to deal with specific cases believed by Papich
to evidence lack of cooperation and to briefly comment on policy

- of cooperation we have adopted with CIA.

SYNOPSIS:

Mentioned Item by Papich points out CIA belief that
more aggressive action should have been taken in field of
collecting positive intelligence in the United States. Papich
notes Bureau's action in this field, for the most part, has been
restricted to compliance with requests by State Department when
political crises occur in some country. He points out CIA belief
that acquiring needed data would mean increased technical surveil-
lance coverage, development of anormants and collection of :
cryptographic material. Papich cites two specific cases occurring
in 1969 where Bureau declined CIA's requést for technical coverage,
suggesting to Agency that it make its request directly to the .
Attorney General. Review of specific cases mentioned set forth
with Director's comments relative thereto being noted. Our

. policy of cooperation with CIA most recently delinated to field

by SAC Letter 66-~10 (B) - copy attached. ©SAC letfter calls for
guarding our jurisdiction but shows our willingnéss to cooperate
with CIA. : '

Enclosure
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Memorandum to Mr, C. D, Deloach
RE: REIATIONSHIPS WITH
CENTRAL INTELLIGERCE AGENCY

SECRET

CIA has repeatedly raised the issue in the past of
our coverage in the positive intelligence collection area and

we can reasonably expect similar issues to be raised in the
future, ’

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

That we prepare a carefully worded letter to CIA
outlining policy and the basic elements of intelligence and
counterintelligence work affecting the United States and
forthrightly ask CIA if it is satisfied with the status quo
and if not what do they have to suggest as changes,
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
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Papich points out CIA feels there is unexplored
field for acquiring positive intelligence in the United States
but he notes that there has been no law, directive, or executive
order which fixes responsibility for clandestine collection of
such information. He notes we investigate subversives, spies,
and develop penetrations of foreign intelligence services and
that facets of these investigations of violations of United States
laws serve to fulfill a counterintelligence objective referred
to by us as investigations of internal security matters. Papich
notes, however, that most of our work in the positive intelligence
field has been restricted to the compliance with requests by
State Department prompted usually by a political crisis occurring
in some foreign country.

(v

Papich points ouf CIA feels there is unexplored

‘field for acquiring positive intelligence requiring use of

vastly increased technical surveillances, informant development

and collection of cryptographic material, According to Papich,

CIA does not feel Bureau has moved aggressively in this area

and CIA has been thwarted in attempts to do much about the : CS>
problem, Papich cites two cases M10/69 and

110/69) where CIA Tequests for technifal surveil-

I
“Tance were declined by us with the suggestion to CIA that these

matters should be taken up by that Agency directly with the
Attorney General.,

(s

" CIA advised that |

nad been

lﬁ) under development by j N intelligence service partly as

(s)
&)

a resylt of his weagness for yomen when assigned in(—_ 123 (s
from was to pgrticipate?in bilateral
talks with United States.officials‘inj TK)By letter

¢

CIA requested telephone and microphone surveillances on
The Director commented "Let CIA seek the authority .
oF the AG. I don't want them utilizing FBI as their channel."{ ;%

S

() | ~ :
® L |was originally investigated by us (s
in @965 as a possible unregistered agent of the@ Govern=
ok due 1o nesotiations by him withf — Jofficialgjdesigned  (S)
to set up a semiprivate nuclear processing company in(%::::i;kiv
~ A , OR s
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY :
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Our investigation showed close contact bYﬂ;:::::;lﬂéthﬂ;:::;:;D‘i)
OfflClalS,Af |and details
of activity by that subjeqzﬁfo create the firm mentioned.

‘headed a| [“irm involved in Atomic Energy
Commission (AEC) work requiring "Top Secret' clearance by AEC.
Our initial investigation was closed when Assistant Attorney
General - Internal Security Division found that facts did notb; -
justify soliCitingﬂ;::::::%; §?gistration as a foreign agent.: . .
y - o

In Spring of 1965, sixty-one kilograms of nuclear

material were found to be unaccounted for by the firm headed
by but subsequent inventories and checking by AEC
revealed this shortage was probably the result of cumulative
process of wasteful production methods over a period of eight
years and did not justify an unqualified determination of a
diversion of nuclear material on the_ part of Fto
unauthorized persons or goverament. "* C$>

A CIA, in 1968, became alarmed on receipt of information
of loss of mentioned nuclear material and despite AEC findings
felt it may indicate illegal diversion or at least justification
for reopening investigation. Richard Helms of CIA contacted
the Attorney General directly with his thoughts regarding the
need for additional investigation. Attorney General contacted
Bureau requesting it discuss matter with CIA and determine
advisibility of additional investigation, The Director, in
approving conference with CIA, noted “OK but I doubt advisibility
of getting into this. It looks,like Helms is going around
us to AG as he suspecis we would say no.“;*f\

An intensive investigation ofi:::::;?conducted . ;>
during late (1968} and into Fall of QQG@reveale no positive. (s

. intelligence activity on his pgrt or verifiable diversion of

AEC material to S JOur in$ stigation included technical
surveillances installed {9/27/8 d discontinued, 9/4/69. E;:::::;Q@D
was interviewed by AEC 14/6§} nd disclaimed passing any

classified data to s)Fa‘cts of case were

reviewed by Department ustice which found no evidence of pro-
secutable violation by ﬁQAEC felt the additional investi-

gation produced no data upon Which could be based a legitimate
withdrawal of clearance for AEC contracts or information. In

view of this, we closed our investigation and CIA was so advised. . ,

A 10/13/69 letter from Helms acknowledged additional investigationy
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Mémorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

would produce no legal ev1d§&céREErt1nent to the issue which
prompted CIA's original request but noted he felt reinstituted
audio surveillances of [ Jwould produce positive intelligence
information. He therefore requested reinstitution of this
coverage. The Director's letter to Helms 10/17/69 noted that
after careful review it was felt that CIA should take this ~

matter to the Attorney General. ¢

On October 21, 1969, a CIA official was told by
Special Agent Papich that 1nthe future CIA should transmit its
requests for technical surveillance coverage in the United States
to the Attorney General., This specifically covered the cases
ofé kgfhe Director commented ”nght i

- Bureau Policy of Cooperation

el < 4
”ﬂ?q @@V :boﬂf Z
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In 1965 and 1966, recognizing overlapping interests, .
changes inherent in faster communication, hysteria to facilitate
international travel and in response to requests from CIA, the
Director approved Bureau attendance at conferences with CIA
regarding that Agency's operational activities in the United States.
On a memorandum reporting the results of the conferences with
CIA, the Director commented "I hope we still don't let our
guard down as CIA has always outsmarted us because of our
gullibility.'

SAC Letter 66-10 (B) dated 2/15/66 furnished to the
field and Bureau offi¢ials results of the conferences with CIA
and emphasized necessity for protecting Bureau jurisdiction in
the counterintelligence field. This SAC letter (copy attached)
emphasized there is to be no interference with or infringement
upon our Jurlsdlctlon but clearly shows our willingness to
cooperate with CIA in developing positive intelligence in the
United States. In approving this SAC letter, the Director
noted "I hope there is no 'sneaker' in this. Tilhe will tell.'r

There has been no renewed request from CIA for
technical coverage in the cases mentioned above, nor has there
been any indication that such requests have been sent by CIA
to the Attorney General as we suggested Due to CIA interest
in the past in these matters, we cannot rule out the possibility
the Agency may approach Attorney General for the desired
coverage at some time in the future.
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